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Applicants respectfully reques 

amendments. Claims 1, 7, 9, 10, 13 J 

Accordingly, claims 1-49 arependinj 

I 

I 

1. In the Specification 

Applicants have amraded the^ 
shown in Fig. 6 as originally filed, 
introduced because the amendments 
matter illustrated in Fig. 6 as origina 



n. Claims Rejected Under 35 I S,C 



Claims M5 and 18-49 stand 
by U.S. Patent No. 7,266,583 issued 
establish an anticipation rejection the 
each element of a claim. 

Claim 1, as amended, recites 
as an intermediary in response to a 
the second user." Support for the am 
25 to page 17» line 2 and page 18, lid 
these elements. Fitzpatrick discloses 
session participants. SeeFitzpatiick , 



I Fit 



ei user: 
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REMVRKS ; 



[gl020 



eratid a in view of the following remarks and 
30, 32-34, 39, and 40 arc amended. 



^licati 



; mad^olely 
filed 



to include previously omitted element 604 
pplic ants submit that no new matter has been 
o include previously omitted subject 



Fitzpl 



Fitzpatrick teaches that a first user rn 
list ftom another user's contact list. 
Fitzpatrick fails to teach that the oth 

user views the other user's contact lis|^d tl^ requests adding a contact from the other 
user's contact list. This is because u 
another user, the first user may fully 
this activity. See Fitzpatrick, column 
sufficient security credentials, the accusing 



jr 3 i U.S.C. § 102(c) as being anticipated 

: et il. (hereinafter "Fitzpatrick")- To 
' must khow that the cited reference teaches 



ts of ' the logic enables the second user to act 
ie firs user to add a contact associated with 
{may I e found, for example, on page 16, line 
the S] lecification» Fitzpatrick fails to teach 
hat p2 Dvidcs contact management for chat 
lines 45 and 46. During a chat session, 
and a Id contacts into the first user's contact 

solumn 8, lines 36-40. However, 
as an intemiediaiy in a case where the first 



g the prst user to view the contact list of 
d contacts without notifying the other user of 



-55..; In other words, when die user has 

.'I 

viewing of the other user's contact list is 
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With respect to dependent cl 
incorporate the limitations thereof, 
cited art for at least the reasons di$cii^d in 
reoonsideration and withdrawal of im eject; 

ieel< 



@021 



er usS 



unrestricted and independent of the o| 
Without sxifficient security credentiii I 
contact list of the other user, gee Fi 
sufficient security credentials, the fidsi||.iser 
without the other user performing tl ic 
for at least these reasons, Fitzpatrick 
second user to act as an intermediary 
associated with the second user," as 
withdrawal of the rejection of claim 



the: 
liicli 



Die 

ilstoij 
respl 
ited i] 



ire rea 



s 2- 

erefoB 



Claim 13, as amended, recite 
executable by users to search the pre ^ //i/o] 
other users based on search criteria *qi|pred 
being new contacts to the searching 
may be found, for example, in page 2i 
fails to teach these elements. Insteai 
may view the profile information oi 
1, lines 37-42. However, viewing i\i 
is not equivalent to the elements of* 
users," and 'the one or more other ui ;< 
chat session is a known contact to tli 
the chat session, upon a comparison 
other user, the non-included contacts 
the other user. See Fitzpatrick, colli 
non-included users from the comparj^ 
system in Fitzpatrick restricts the vi€ \ ng o- 
session. Consequently, Fitzpatrick fa ^ to 
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See Fitzpatrick, column 8, lines 62-66. 
user is not permitted to access nor view the 
olumn 6, lines 33-38. Therefore, with 
Y add contacts from tlie other user's contact list 
mediaitor (i.e., ''intermediary*). Consequently, 
.ch the elements of "the logic enables the 
e to ^ request by the first user to add a contact 
laim l. Accordingly, reconsideration and 
ctfully requested. 

i 

thesejclaims depend on claim 1 and 
depenldent claims 2-1 2 are patentable over the 
mectilon with claim L Accordingly, 

of claims 2-1 2 are respectfully requested. 

■| 

ints of ''a description-based search means 
stored in the repository for one or more 



atioti^ 



:he searching user, the one or more other users 



hasis 



added). Support for the amendmeaits 



19 and Fig. 6 of the Specification. Fitzpatrick 
chat ^ssion, a first user in the chat session 
er in'^he chat session. See Fitzpatrick. column 
formation of the other user in the chat session 
profi^ infonnation ... for one or more other 
new contacts" because the other user in the 

This conclusion is supported because, dxiring 
ectiv^ contact lists of ttie first user and the 

1 1-19. Moreover, as shown in Fig. 2, these 
I cha^session participants. Therefore, the 
ofile mformation to known users in the chat 

the elements of "search the profile 



ecti\^ contact lists do not include the Jirsi eaid 
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information ... for one or more oihA 
contacts" Thus, for at least the reas< 
of claim 13, In addition, dependents 
because each of these claims depend 
vvithdrawal of tlie rejection of claim 

With respect to independent 
those in claim 13, namely the involv; 
for a user initiating the field-indepeii 
patentable over the cited art for at 1 
Moreover, dependent claims 19 and 
of these depends on either base daiil^ 
of the rejection claims 18, 19 and iii 



sers, 
Isetf 
kirns 
In cl 
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|ims 1| 
lento! 
Its 

IthBD 

[9 
[8 or : 
are 



With respect to independent ;Hims 



d *the one or more other users being new 
aboire, Fitzpatrick fails to teach each element 
and ;15 are patentable over the cited art 
13. Accordingly, reconsideration and 
espe|c?tfally requested. 

3^, these claims recite elements similar to 
searm using the query to find new contacts 
h queiiy. Therefore, claims 18 and 39 are 

n ' -I 

ions ffiscussed in connection with claim 13. 

able over the art of record because each 
Accjilrdingly, reconsideration and withdrawal 
Decl£i|lly requested. 

bid 3[0, these claims, as amended^ recite some 
|^ulari][ where the second instance acts as an 
St usc^ to add a contact in the contact list of the 
discussed above in connection with 



analogous limitations to those in clai|i|| 1 , ] 
intemiediary in response to a reque&i m thed 
second instance. Thus, in view of ac Hast 1 

these limitations of claim 1 , Fitzpatt iK failsH teaci| each element of claims 20 and 30 as 

well. Further, dependent claims 21- Hand : 

iH 

each of these claims depends on eiUi wclaii 
wifiidrawal of the rejection claims 20 is ari 



m. Claims Rejected Under 35 



Claims 16 and 17 stand rejec 
Fitzpatrick in view of U.S. Patent No, 

With respect to claims 16 an| 
incozporate the limitations thereof, 
claim 13, Fitzpatrick fails to teach o 
Moreover, Evans fails to cure these 
are unable to discern the portion of 
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S8 aiie patentable over the cited art because 
) or 3i). Accordingly, reconsideration and 
spectHilly requested. 



5^ 
und^ 

7,th^ 
s,: 
ggcsi 
cienq 

nsi 



is UiS.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
8 issiled to Evans et al. (hereinafter "Evans"). 



claiu 



s depend on base claim 13 and 



; lcas|the reasons discussed in connection wiih 
ich dement of claims 16 and 17 as well, 
s. T£ 3 Examiner has not cited and Applicants 
lleg^ ily teaches or suggests the missing 
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elements of claim 13. Consequently ipt2p4| 
each element of claims 16 and 17. Ax ord: 
rejection claims 16 and 17 are respect oily 
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In view of the foregoing, it is 
the subject invention over the prior 
action is earnestly solicited at tlie ear 
telq)hone conference would be use* 
Examiner is encouraged to contact tl 
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lat a 
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RECEIVED 
CEKIflALmXGeHraR 

SEP 0 2 2008 



cMms now pending patentably define 



lievei 

f reqH, an^are in condition for allowance and such 
;t pp'wjl^i d^e. If the Examiner believes that a 



Dated: September 2, 2008 



1279 Oakmead Parkway 
Sunnyvale, CA 94085-4040 
(310)207-3800 



FACST7S4TLE TRANSMirTA 
1 hereby certify ihat \his coirespondence us bcin^\ 
f^irnWQ xo the Commissionia- fbr Parents, P.O. 
Alexandria, Va 223 13-1 450, in accordance witl 
OD the dale shown below. 

on JZMW : 



Michelle Beguv 



Nsincof 1^X50 nMailing Conespontlence 



7171J»024 



in mojl 



ispe 



ifDe 



Dai 



|sth€ 
led 



ipplication forward to allowance, the 
(408) 720-8300. 



lly siSbmitted, 



Y, SffiKOLOFF, TAYLOR & ZAFMAN LLP 
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